INDEX 


ACQUITTAL. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Jurisdiction, 1. 


ACTIONS. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Constitutional Law, III, 
3; V, 1-2; Federal Communications Commission; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


ADMIRALTY. See also Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act. 


Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act—Artificial islands—Death on 
the High Seas Act—Remedy of petitioners, families of men killed 
while working on artificial island drilling rigs on the Continental 
Shelf, is under the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act as supple- 
mented by Louisiana law and not under the Death on the High 
Seas Act. Congress clearly intended that the artificial islands were 
to be treated as islands or federal enclaves within a landlocked 
State and not as vessels subject to admiralty jurisdiction. Rodrigue 
v. Aetna Casualty Co., p. 352. 


ADMISSIBILITY. See Evidence; Procedure, 1. 
ADVERSARY INTEREST. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
ADVOCACY. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

AFFECTING COMMERCE. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 


AGENCY RULES. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal Com- 
munications Commission. 


AGREEMENTS. See Patents, 1-3. 


ALABAMA. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 1-2; IV, 5; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 6; School Desegregation; Waivers. 


ALIEN CREWMEN. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 


ALLOCATION OF FREQUENCIES. See Constitutional Law, V, 
1; Federal Communications Commission. 


ALTERNATIVE GROUNDS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1. 


AMUSEMENT PLACES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 
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ANTITRUST ACTS. See also Judgments; Jurisdiction, 6; Patent 
Licenses. 

1. Clayton Act—Divestiture—District Court’s decree——District 
Court’s decree does not comply with this Court’s mandate. Allo- 
cation of gas reserves must place the New Company in same relative 
competitive position in California market vis-a-vis El Paso as Pa- 
cific Northwest occupied before the merger. In order to accomplish 
complete divestiture which this Court mandated all managerial and 
financial connections between El Paso and the New Company must 
be severed and there must be a cash sale of Northwest Division. 
Utah Comm’n v. El Paso Gas Co., p. 464. 

2. Clayton Act—Injunctive relief—Threat of injury —tInjunctive 
relief under § 16 of the Act is available even though plaintiff has 
not suffered actual injury as long as he demonstrates a significant 
threat of injury from an impending antitrust violation or from a 
contemporary violation likely to continue or recur. Zenith Corp. 
v. Hazeltine, p. 100. 

3. Private antitrust actions—Treble-damage suits—Evidence of 
damage.—Evidence was sufficient to sustain finding that Canadian 
patent pool refused to license imported goods, thus excluding foreign 
manufacturers like Zenith from the Canadian market for radio and 
television products, and the evidence clearly warrants the inference 
that the pool’s past conduct interfered with and made more difficult 
the distribution of Zenith products. It could rationally be found 
that Zenith suffered damages during the pertinent period from 
having a smaller market share than it would have had if the pool 
had never existed. Zenith Corp. v. Hazeltine, p. 100. 

4. Sherman Act—Patent licenses—Misuse of patents—Matter is 
remanded to Court of Appeals to consider whether trial court cor- 
rectly determined that respondent conditioned grant of licenses on 
payment of royalties on unpatented products, and, if so, whether 
such misuse embodies the ingredients of violation of either §1 or 
§ 2 of the Act, or whether petitioner was threatened by a violation 
so as to entitle it to an injunction under § 16 of the Clayton Act. 
Zenith Corp. v. Hazeltine, p. 100. 

5. Treble-damage suit—Gasoline sales to Branded Dealers and 
wholesalers—Price discrimination.—Section 2 (a) of the Clayton Act, 
as amended by the Robinson-Patman Act, applies to respondent’s 
price discriminations (charging higher prices to petitioner than to 
respondent’s Branded Dealers and to a wholesaler whose gas was 
sold to a subsidiary, which in turn sold to its subsidiary, a major 
competitor of petitioner), which are not immunized from coverage 
under the statute simply because the product passed through addi- 
tional formal exchanges before reaching petitioner’s actual com- 
petitor. Perkins v. Standard Oil Co., p. 642. 
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ANTIUNION ACTIVITY. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act. 


APPEALS. See also Antitrust Acts, 1; Constitutional Law, II, 1; 
III, 1; IV, 2; Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; Habeas 
Corpus; Jurisdiction, 1, 4, 6; Military Appeals; Mootness, 2; 
Procedure, 2-4; Selective Service Act, 1-2; Waivers. 

Court of Appeals’ rule— Screening of appeals — Procedure. — 
Ninth Circuit rule, requiring defendant who claims deprivation of 
his right to appeal to disclose errors to be claimed on appeal and 
to show that denial of appeal caused prejudice, is invalid since 
(1) it makes indigent defendant (who must prepare petition under 
28 U.S. C. § 2255 without counsel) face “the danger of conviction 
because he does not know how to establish his innocence” and 
(2) it requires sentencing court to screen out supposedly unmeritori- 
ous appeals in summary fashion, a procedure rejected by this Court. 
Rodriquez v. United States, p. 327. 


AREA OF CONTROL. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 
ARKANSAS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 


ARMED FORCES. See Constitutional Law, I; Courts-Martial; 
Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 3; Military Appeals; Mootness, 
2; Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 


ARMY OCCUPATION. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
ARRESTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2-3. 
ARREST WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 


ARTIFICIAL ISLANDS. See Admiralty; Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act. 


ASSEMBLY. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

ASSUMPTION OF RISK. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 
ASYLUM. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 
ATLANTIC SECTOR. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 
1-2; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


ATTORNEYS. See Appeals; Evidence; Procedure, 1-3. 


AUTHORIZATION CARDS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


AUTOMATIC APPEAL STATUTE. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 1; Jurisdiction, 4; Waivers. 


BACHELORS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 4. 
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BACK SALARY CLAIM. See Constitutional Law, X; Juris- 
diction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


BARGAINING UNITS. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 2; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


BATTLE DAMAGE. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
BONDS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3. 
BRANDED DEALERS. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
BREACH OF CONTRACT. See Patents, 1-3. 


BROADCASTING. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal Com- 
munications Commission. 


BUILDING DAMAGE. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
BURDEN OF PROOF. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 
BURGLARY. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Jurisdiction, 1. 


CALIFORNIA. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Constitutional Law, VII, 
1-2; IX; Jurisdiction, 6; Patents, 1-3; Procedure, 5. 


CANADIAN PATENT POOLS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judg- 
ments; Patent Licenses. 


CANAL ZONE. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
CAR. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 


CARDS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-4. 


‘‘CASE-MADE.’’ See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


CASE OR CONTROVERSY. See Constitutional Law, X; Juris- 
diction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


CASH SALE. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 
CAUSATION. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 


CENSORSHIP. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal Commu- 
nications Commission. 


CENSUS DIRECTOR. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


CERTIFICATION. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; National Labor 
Relations Act. 


CIVILIAN COURTS. See Habeas Corpus; Military Appeals; 
Mootness, 2. 


CIVILIAN TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I; Courts-Martial; 
Jurisdiction, 3. 








































INDEX. 


CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 

1. Place of entertainment—Racial discrimination—Lake Nixon 
Club is covered accommodation under §§ 201 (b)(3) and 201 (c) (3) 
as it is “place of entertainment,” which, in light of the overriding 
purpose of Title II to remove discriminatory denials of access to 
public facilities, includes recreational areas and is not, as respond- 
ent argues, limited to spectator entertainment. Daniel v. Paul, 
p. 298. 

2. Private club—Membership club—Lake Nixon Club, as courts 
below correctly held, is not a private club since it routinely affords 
“membership” to all whites and has none of the attributes of self- 
government and member-ownership traditionally associated with 
private clubs. Daniel v. Paul, p. 298. 

3. Public accommodation—Snack bar.—Lake Nixon Club’s snack 
bar is “place of public accommodation” under § 201 (b) (2) since it 
is “principally engaged in selling food for consumption on the prem- 
ises.” The snack bar’s status as a covered establishment auto- 
matically brings the entire Club facility within the coverage of 
Title II by virtue of §§ 201 (b) (4) and 201 (c)(4). Daniel v. Paul, 
p. 298. 

CLAIM OF PERSECUTION. See Immigration and Nationality 
Act, 1-2. 

CLAIM OF PRIVILEGE. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1. 

CLAIMS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 

CLASS ACTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


CLASSIFICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 2; 
IV, 1, 3-5; Procedure, 6; Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-5; Judgments; Jurisdic- 
tion, 6; Patent Licenses. 


CLERK OF THE HOUSE. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdic- 
tion, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


CLUBS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 
CODEFENDANTS. See Constitutional Law, IX; Procedure, 5. 
COERCION. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 

COLOR OF OFFICE. See Removal. 

COMMERCE. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 
COMMISSION OF INQUIRY. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
COMMON-LAW REMEDIES. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 
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COMMUNICATIONS ACT. See Constitutional Law, V,1; Federal 

Communications Commission. 

COMMUNICATIONS TO EMPLOYEES. Sce Constitutional Law, 
V, 2; National Labor Relations Act. 

COMMUNIST COUNTRY. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 

1-2. 

COMPELLING STATE INTEREST. See Constitutional Law, IV, 
1, 3-4. 

COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 1-5; Jurisdiction, 6. 

CONCURRENT SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; 
Jurisdiction, 1. 

CONDITIONAL LANDING PERMITS. See Immigration and 
Nationality Act, 1-2. 

CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, IX; Procedure, 5. 

CONFINEMENT. See Habeas Corpus; Military Appeals; Moot- 
ness, 2. 

CONFRONTATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; [X; Juris- 
diction, 4; Procedure, 5; Waivers. 

CONGRESSMEN. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdiction, 5; 
Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 

CONNECTICUT. See Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 

CONSENT DECREES. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdiction, 6. 

CONSIDERATION. See Taxes. 


CONSPIRACY. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent 
Licenses. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Courts-Martial; Federal 
Communications Commission; Federal Rules of Criminal Pro- 
cedure; Garnishment; Jurisdiction, 1, 3-5; Justiciability, 1-2; 
Mootness, 1; National Labor Relations Act, 1-4; Procedure, 
1, 46; School Desegregation; Waivers. 


I. Courts-Martial. 

Fifth Amendment—Civilian trials—Art. I, §8, cl. 14, of the 
Constitution recognizes that military discipline requires military 
courts in which not all the procedural safeguards of Art. III trials 
need apply, and the Fifth Amendment exempts “cases arising in the 
land or naval forces or in the militia, when in actual service in time of 
war or public danger” from the requirement of prosecution by indict- 
ment and the right to jury trial. O’Callahan v. Parker, p. 258. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


II. Double Jeopardy. 

1. Enforceable against States—Retrial on two offenses after acquit- 
tal on one-—Double jeopardy provision of Fifth Amendment is 
enforceable against the States through the Fourteenth Amendment. 
Palko v. Connecticut, 302 U. S. 319, overruled. Petitioner’s convic- 
tion for larceny (of which he had been acquitted at his first trial) 
cannot stand, since “[c]onditioning an appeal on one offense on a 
coerced surrender. of a valid plea of former jeopardy on another 
offense exacts a forfeiture in plain conflict with the constitutional 
bar against double jeopardy.” Benton v. Maryland, p. 784. 


2. Resentencing—Credit for time served—Basic Fifth Amend- 
ment guarantee against double jeopardy, enforceable against the 
States by the Fourteenth Amendment, is violated when punishment 
already exacted for an offense is not fully “credited” in imposing a 
new sentence for the same offense. North Carolina v. Pearce, p. 711. 


3. Retrial—Length of sentence—Guarantee against double jeop- 
ardy does not restrict length of sentence upon reconviction, the 
power to impose whatever sentence is legally authorized being a 
corollary of the well-established power to retry a defendant whose 
conviction has been set aside for an error in the previous proceeding. 
North Carolina v. Pearce, p. 711. 


ITI. Due Process. 


1. Guilty plea—Presumption of waivers—Silent record—Waiver 
of privilege against compulsory self-incrimination guaranteed by 
the Fifth Amendment and applicable to the States by the Four- 
teenth; of the right to trial by jury; and the right to confront one’s 
accusers—all of which are involved when a guilty plea is entered 
in a state criminal trial—cannot be presumed from a silent record. 
Acceptance of the guilty plea under the circumstances of this case 
constituted reversible error because the record does not disclose 
that petitioner voluntarily and understandingly entered his plea. 
Boykin v. Alabama, p. 238. 


2. Increased sentence after retrial—Reasons shown affirmatively — 
Due process requires that vindictiveness must play no part in the 
sentence a defendant receives after a new trial and that he be freed 
of any apprehension of retaliatory motivation on part of sentenc- 
ing judge. Reasons for imposition after retrial of more severe 
sentence must affirmatively appear in the record and must be based 
on objective information concerning defendant’s identifiable conduct 
after the original sentencing proceeding. North Carolina v. Pearce, 
p. 711. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


3. Louisiana’s Labor-Management Commission of Inquiry—Crim- 
inal investigations—Three-judge District Court’s dismissal of com- 
plaint by labor union member seeking declaratory and injunctive 
relief challenging as violative of due process and equal protection 
Louisiana statute creating Labor-Management Commission of In- 
quiry for investigating and finding facts relating to violations of 
state or federal criminal laws in labor-management relations field, 
is reversed and remanded. Jenkins v. McKeithen, p. 411. 

4. Prejudgment garnishment—Wages.—Wisconsin’s prejudgment 
garnishment procedure, with its obvious taking of property without 
notice and prior hearing, violates the fundamental principles of due 
process. Sniadach v. Family Finance Corp., p. 337. 


5. Statutory presumption—Possession of marihuana—In this 
case, the application of that part of the presumption in 21 U.S. C. 
§ 176 (a) which provides that a possessor of marihuana is deemed 
to know of its unlawful importation denied petitioner due process 
of law. Leary v. United States, p. 6. 


6. Statutory presumptions —Criminal statutory presumption must 
be regarded as “irrational” or “arbitrary,” and hence unconstitu- 
tional, unless it can be said with substantial assurance that the 
presumed fact is more likely than not to flow from the proved fact 
on which it is made to depend. Leary v. United States, p. 6. 


IV. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. Franchise limitation in bond elections—Prospectivity of de- 
cision —The decision in this ease, holding unconstitutional the “prop- 
erty taxpayer” limitation on voting in election called to approve 
issuance of bonds for municipal utility system, will have prospective 
effect, and will apply only where the time for challenging election 
result has not expired, or in cases brought within time specified for 
challenging election and which are not yet final. Cipriano v. City 
of Houma, p. 701. 


2. Free transcripts—Appeal “as matter of right”—Petty offenses — 
Denial to petitioner, an indigent who was convicted of drunken 
driving, of copy at public expense of the trial transcript which he 
needed to perfect an appeal, to which he was entitled “as a matter 
of right” under Oklahoma law, is a violation of the Fourteenth 
Amendment. Williams v. Oklahoma City, p. 458. 


3. Property taxpayers—Election to approve bonds—‘Property 
taxpayer” limitation on voting in election called to approve issu- 
ance of revenue bonds by municipal utility system in Louisiana 
violates the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. 
Cipriano v. City of Houma, p. 701. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


4. School district elections—Denial of franchise—Where state 
statute grants right to vote to some bona fide residents of requisite 
age and citizenship and denies franchise to others, it must be deter- 
mined whether the exclusions are necessary to promote a com- 
pelling state interest, and assuming that New York legitimately 
might limit the franchise in school district elections to “those pri- 
marily interested in school affairs,” the classifications in the statute 
do not accomplish this purpose with sufficient precision to justify 
denying the franchise to appellant and members of his class. Kramer 
v. Union School District, p. 621. 

5. Sentence on retrial—Classification Imposition of a more severe 
sentence upon retrial does not violate the Equal Protection Clause 
of the Fourteenth Amendment since there is no invidious “classifica- 
tion” of those successfully seeking new trials. North Carolina v. 
Pearce, p. 711. 


V. Freedom of Speech. 

1. Broadcasting—Fairness doctrine —The Federal Communications 
Commission’s fairness doctrine and its specific manifestations in the 
personal attack and political editorial rules do not violate the First 
Amendment. The Amendment is relevant to public broadcasting, 
but it is the right of the viewing and listening public and not the 
right of the broadcasters which is paramount; and the Amendment 
does not protect private censorship by broadcasters who are licensed 
by the Government to use a scarce resource which is denied to others. 
Red Lion Broadcasting Co. v. FCC, p. 367. 

2. Employer and employees—Threats or promises—Employer’s 
free speech right to communicate with his employees is firmly estab- 
lished and cannot be infringed by a union or the NLRB, and § 8 (c) 
of the National Labor Relations Act merely implements the First 
Amendment by requiring that the expression of “any views, argu- 
ment or opinion” shall not be “evidence of an unfair labor practice,” 
so long as such expression contains “no threat of reprisal or force 
or promise of benefit” in violation of §8 (a)(1). NLRB v. Gissel 
Packing Co., p. 575. 

3. Ohio’s criminal syndicalism statute—Mere advocacy.—Since 
the statute, by its words and as applied, purports to punish mere 
advocacy and to forbid assembly with others merely to advocate 
described type of action, it falls within the condemnation of the 
First and Fourteenth Amendments. Freedoms of speech and press 
do not permit a State to forbid advocacy of use of force or of law 
violation except where such advocacy is directed to inciting or pro- 
ducing imminent lawless action and is likely to incite or produce 
such action. Brandenburg v. Ohio, p. 444. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
VI. Just Compensation. 

Riot damage—Panama Canal Zone-——The Fifth Amendment does 
not require that petitioners be compensated for damages to their 
buildings resulting from misconduct by rioters following occupation 
of the buildings by government troops. Where a private party is 
the intended beneficiary of governmental activity, “fairness and 
justice” do not require that the losses which may result therefrom 
“be borne by the public as a whole,” even though the activity may 
also be intended to benefit the public. YMCA v. United States, 
p. 85. 

VII. Search and Seizure. 

1. Incident to arrest—Ezxtent of search—An arresting officer may 
search the arrestee’s person to discover and remove weapons and 
to seize evidence to prevent its concealment or destruction, and 
may search area “within [the] immediate control” of person arrested, 
meaning the area from which he might gain possession of a weapon 
or destructible evidence; but for the routine search of rooms other 
than that in which an arrest occurs, or for searching desk drawers 
or other closed or concealed areas in that room, absent well- 
recognized exceptions, a search warrant is required. Chimel v. 
California, p. 752. 

2. Incident to arrest—Place of arrest—Extent of search—lIt is 
not necessary to decide if Chimel v. California, ante, p. 752, applies 
retroactively, the search clearly having violated the Fourth Amend- 
ment as made applicable to the States by the Fourteenth, since 
it has never been constitutionally permissible for the police, absent 
an emergency, to arrest a person outside his home and then take 
him inside for the purpose of conducting a warrantless search. 
Shipley v. California, p. 818. 

3. Warrantless search — Incident to arrest — Extent of search. — 
Where petitioner was arrested on third floor of 16-room house and 
police, without a search warrant, then searched the entire house 
and seized several thousand articles, it is not necessary to decide 
whether Chimel v. California, ante, p. 752, applies retroactively, as 
scope of the search and seizures was “beyond the sanction of any” 
previous decision. Von Cleef v. New Jersey, p. 814. 


VIII. Self-Incrimination. 

1. Marihuana Tax Act—Waiver—Petitioner’s invocation of the 
privilege against self-incrimination under the Fifth Amendment pro- 
vided a full defense to the charge of violating 26 U. S. C. § 4744 
(a)(2) of the Marihuana Tax Act, and his failure to assert the 
privilege at trial did not constitute a waiver. Leary v. United 
States, p. 6. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


2. Marihuana Tax Act—Waiver—The Fifth Amendment privilege 
provides a complete defense to prosecution under the Act if the 
defendant’s plea of self-incrimination is timely, the defendant con- 
fronts a substantial risk of self-incrimination by complying with the 
Act’s terms, and he has not waived the privilege. United States v. 
Covington, p. 57. 


IX. Sixth Amendment. 

Confrontation Clause—Codefendants’ confessions —Apart from the 
cumulative evidence of the confessions of the two codefendants 
who did not take the stand, the evidence against petitioner was 
so overwhelming that the violation of Bruton v. United States, 391 
U. S. 123 (which held that the admission of a confession of a 
codefendant who did not take the stand deprived the defendant. of 
his rights under the Sixth Amendment’s Confrontation Clause), was 
harmless beyond a reasonable doubt. Harrington v. California, 
p. 250. 


X. Speech or Debate Clause. 


Suit against Congressmen—Legislative employees—Although the 
Speech or Debate Clause bars action against respondent Congressmen 
brought by, inter alios, elected Congressman who was excluded from 
the House, it does not bar action against the other respondents, who 
are legislative employees charged with unconstitutional activity; and 
the fact that House emplovees are acting pursuant to express orders 
of the House does not preclude judicial review of the constitutionality 
of the underlying legislative decision. Powell v. McCormack, p. 486. 


CONTEMPT. See Sentences. 


CONTINENTAL SHELF. See Admiralty; Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act. 


CONTRACTS. See Patents, 1-3. 


CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE. See Federal Safety Appliance 
Act. 


CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Fed- 
eral Communications Commission. 


COUNSEL. See Appeals; Evidence; Procedure, 1-3. 
COUPLING DEVICES. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 
COURT OF APPEALS’ RULES. See Appeals; Procedure, 2-3. 
COURT OF CLAIMS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 


COURT OF MILITARY APPEALS. See Habeas Corpus; Mili- 
tary Appeals; Mootness, 2. 
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COURT ORDERS. See School Desegregation. 


COURTS. See Constitutional Law, I; X; Habeas Corpus; Juris- 
diction, 3, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; -Military Appeals; Mootness, 
1-2. 

COURTS-MARTIAL. See also Constitutional Law, I; Habeas 
Corpus; Jurisdiction, 3; Military Appeals; Mootness, 2. 
Criminal law — Civilian trials — Service-connected offenses. — A 
crime, to be under military jurisdiction, must be service connected, 
and since petitioner’s crimes were not, he could not be tried by 
court-martial but was entitled to civilian trial, with benefits of in- 
dictment by grand jury and jury trial. O’Callahan v. Parker, 

p. 258. 

CREDIT FOR TIME SERVED. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; 
III, 2; IV, 5; Procedure, 6. 


CREDITORS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; Garnishment. 
CREWMEN. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 
CRIMINAL CONTEMPT. See Sentences. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See Appeals; Constitutional Law, I-II; III, 
1-2, 5-6; IV, 2, 5; V, 3; VII-IX; Courts-Martial; Evidence; 


Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; Jurisdiction, 1, 3-4; 
Procedure, 1-6; Selective Service Act, 1-2; Waivers. 


CRIMINAL SYNDICALISM. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
CROSS-EXAMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
CUSTOMS SEARCH. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; VIII, 1. 


DAMAGES. See Admiralty; Antitrust Acts, 2-5; Federal Safety 
Appliance Act; Judgments; Outer Continental Shelf Lands 
Act; Patent Licenses; Removal. 


DAMAGE TO BUILDINGS. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


DEATH ON THE HIGH SEAS ACT. See Admiralty; Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act. 


DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Jurisdiction, 
4; Waivers. 


DEBTOR AND CREDITOR. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; 
Garnishment. 


DECEDENTS’ ESTATES. See Taxes. 


DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 
3; Jurisdiction, 2. 
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DECLARATORY RELIEF. See Constitutional Law, X; Juris- 
diction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 

DECREES. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdiction, 6. 


DEFENSES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure; Federal Safety Appliance Act; Patents, 
1-3; Procedure, 4; Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


DEPORTATION. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 
DEPRIVATION OF PROPERTY. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
DESEGREGATION. Sec School Desegregation. 
DESTRUCTIBLE EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 
DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY. Sce Constitutional Law, VI. 
DEVICES. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 

DISABILITY RETIREMENT. Sce Jurisdiction, 2. 


DISCIPLINE. See Habeas Corpus; Military Appeals; Moot- 
ness, 2. 


DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3; School 
Desegregation; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


DISCRIMINATORY PRICING. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
DISTRICT COURTS. See School Desegregation. 


DISTRICT DIRECTOR OF IMMIGRATION. See Immigration 
and Nationality Act, 1-2. 


DIVERSITY ACTIONS. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 


DIVESTITURE DECREES. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdic- 
tion, 6. 

DOMESTIC PATENTS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; 
Patent Licenses. 

DOMICILIARIES. See Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 

DOORKEEPER. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdiction, 5; 
Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 

DOUBLE JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, II; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1; Procedure, 6. 

DRILLING RIGS. See Admiralty; Outer Continental Shelf Lands 
Act. 


DRUGS. See Appeals; Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; VIII, 1-2; 
Procedure, 2-3, 5. 


DRUNKEN DRIVING. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 
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DUAL SCHOOL SYSTEM. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, III; Garnishment; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 1, 6; Waivers. 

EDUCATION DISCRIMINATION. Sce Voting Rights Act of 
1965, 1-3. 

EDUCATION LAW. See Constitutional Law, IV, 4. 

ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3-4; V, 2; X; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-4; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 

ELIGIBILITY TO VOTE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3-4. 


EMPLOYEES OF CONGRESS. See Constitutional Law, X; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 
4; V, 2; Federal Safety Appliance Act; Garnishment; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


ENGLISH PATENT POOLS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judg- 
ments; Patent Licenses. 


ENTERTAINMENT. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional 
Law, IV; Procedure, 6; School Desegregation. 


ERROR. See Appeals; Constitutional Law, III, 1; IX; Juris- 
diction, 4; Procedure, 2-3, 5; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 
1-3; Waivers. 


ESTATES AND TRUSTS. See Taxes. 
ESTATE TAXES. See Taxes. 
ESTOPPEL. See Patents, 1-3. 


EVIDENCE. See also Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Constitutional Law, 
III, 3; IX; Judgments; Patent Licenses; Procedure, 1, 5; 
Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 

Admissibility of in-custody statements—Retrials—Prospectivity of 
Miranda case-——Standards which this Court established in Miranda 
v. Arizona, 384 U. 8. 436, for determining admissibility into evidence 
of in-custody statements do not apply to persons whose retrials 
have commenced after the date of that decision if their original 
trials had begun before that date. Jenkins v. Delaware, p. 213. 


EXCLUSION. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdiction, 5; Jus- 
ticiability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 
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EXCLUSIVE BARGAINING REPRESENTATIVE. See Consti- 
tutional Law, V, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


EXECUTIVE TRIAL AGENCY. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


EXEMPTIONS. See Jurisdiction, 2; Selective Service Act, 1-2; 
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 


EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES. See Habeas Corpus; Military 
Appeals; Mootness, 2; Selective Service Act, |-2. 

EXPERTISE. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 

EXPIRATION OF SENTENCE. See Habeas Corpus; Military 
Appeals; Mootness, 2. 

EXPORTS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent Licenses. 

EXPULSION. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdiction, 5; Jus- 
ticiability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 

EXTENT OF SEARCH. See Constitutional Law, Vii, 1-3. 

FACULTY INTEGRATION. See School Desegregation. 

FAILURE TO REPORT. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


FAIRNESS DOCTRINE. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal 
Communications Commission. 


FALSE CHARGES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
‘*FAMILY UNIT.’’ See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION. See also Con- 
stitutional Law, V, 1. 

Fairness doctrine—Personal attack—Public interest —The fairness 
doctrine is within the authority of the Commission. The doctrine 
began shortly after the Federal Radio Commission was established 
to allocate frequencies among competing applicants in the public 
interest, and insofar as there is an affirmative obligation of the 
broadcaster to see that both sides are presented, the personal attack 
doctrine and regulations do not differ from the fairness doctrine. 
Red Lion Broadcasting Co. v. FCC, p. 367. 


FEDERAL COURTS. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdiction, 
5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. See Federal Safety 
Appliance Act. 


FEDERAL ENCLAVES. See Admiralty; Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act. 


FEDERAL OFFICIALS. See Removal. 
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FEDERAL PRISONERS. See Removal. 


FEDERAL QUESTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Juris- 
diction, 4; Waivers. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Antitrust 
Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent Licenses. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. See also 
Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Procedure, 4. 

Rule 12 (b)(1)—Dismissal of indictment—Marihuana Tax Act.— 
Here, where illegality of appellee’s possession of marihuana appears 
to have been acknowledged by the Government and there was no 
factual dispute about the timeliness of appellee’s plea or claim 
that he had waived his privilege, appellee’s defense was “capable 
of determination without the trial of the general issue,” under Rule 
12 (b)(1), and the District Court was justified in granting motion 
to dismiss the indictment. United States v. Covington, p. 57. 


FEDERAL SAFETY APPLIANCE ACT. 

Nonemployee of railroad—Suit in state court—Defenses—In ac- 
cordance with consistent interpretation of the statutory scheme, 
nonemployee must look for his remedy to common-law tort action, 
and, in absence of diversity, must sue in state court; and the defi- 


nition of causation and the availability of defenses of assumption 

of risk and contributory negligence are left to state law. Crane v. 

Cedar Rapids & I. C. R. Co., p. 164. 

FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Admiralty; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1, 3; Federal Safety Appliance Act; Jurisdiction, 
4; Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act; Patents, 1-3; Re- 
moval; Waivers. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; IJ, 2-3; III, 
2, 5-6: IV, 5; VI; VIII, 1-2; Courts-Martial; Federal Rules 
of Criminal Procedure; Jurisdiction, 3-4; Procedure, 4-5; 
Waivers. 

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; Federal Com- 
munications Commission; National Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


FOOD SALES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 


FOREIGN MARIHUANA. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; 
VIII, 1. 

FOREIGN PATENT POOLS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judg- 
ments; Patent Licenses. 


FOREIGN TRADE. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent 
Licenses. 
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FORMAL SALES. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3; 
III, 1-4; IV, 1-5; V, 3; VII, 1-2; IX; Garnishment; Juris- 
diction, 4; Procedure, 5-6; School Desegregation. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, VII. 

FRANCHISE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3-4. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, V; Federal 
Communications Commission; National Labor Relations Act, 
1+4. 

FREE TRANSCRIPTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 

FREIGHT CARS. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 


FREQUENCY SPECTRUM. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Fed- 
eral Communications Commission. 


GARNISHMENT. See also Constitutional Law, III, 4. 
Prejudgment garnishment — Wages — Due process. — Wisconsin’s 
prejudgment garnishment procedure, with its obvious taking of 
property without notice and prior hearing, violates the fundamental 
principles of due process. Sniadach v. Family Finance Corp., p. 337. 


GASOLINE. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
GAS RESERVES. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdiction, 6. 
GASTON COUNTY. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


‘*GOOD FAITH’’ DOUBT. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


GRAND JURIES. See Constitutional Law, I; Courts-Martial; 
Jurisdiction, 3. 

GUILTY PLEAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Jurisdiction, 
4; Waivers. 


GYROSCOPES. See Patents, 1-3. 


HABEAS CORPUS. See also Appeals: Constitutional Law, II, 
2-3; III, 2; IV, 5; Military Appeals; Mootness, 2; Procedure, 
2-3, 6. 

Military appeals—Erhaustion of military remedies—Confinement 
pending review—Habeas corpus petitions from military prisoners 
should not be entertained by civilian courts until all available 
remedies within the military court system have been exhausted, 
and since this principle applies with equal force to ancillary matters 
such as legality of petitioner’s confinement pending completion of 
military review, petitioner’s failure to exhaust his remedy in Court 
of Military Appeals forecloses relief requested here. Noyd v. 
Bond, p. 683. 
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HARMLESS ERROR. See Constitutional Law, IX; Procedure, 5. 


HEARINGS. See Appeals; Constitutional Law, III, 3-4; Gar- 
nishment; Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2; Procedure, 
2-3; School Desegregation. 


HIGH SEAS. See Admiralty; Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. See Constitutional Law, X; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


HOUSE RESOLUTIONS. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdic- 
tion, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


HOUSES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3. 


ILLEGAL IMPORTATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; 
VIII, 1. 


IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. 

1. Alien crewman—Request for asylum—Procedure——Applicable 
procedure governing request for asylum made by Yugoslav crew- 
man against whom proceedings under § 252 (b) of the Act have 
been instituted was one set forth in 8 CFR § 253.1 (e), which was 
promulgated under the Attorney General’s statutory power to act 
upon alien’s request for asylum. Alien crewman, whose temporary 
landing permit is properly revoked pursuant to § 252 (b) is not 
entitled to §242(b) hearing merely because deportation is not 
arranged or effected when his ship leaves. Immigration Service v. 
Stanisic, p. 62. 

2. Deportation of alien—Political persecution—Since the Attorney 
General is authorized by amendment to § 243 (h) of the Act made 
after respondent’s January 1965 hearing before the District Director 
to withhold deportation of an alien found to be subject to “perse- 
cution on account of race, religion, or political opinion,” and not 
just “physical persecution,” case is remanded for new hearing before 
the District Director. Immigration Service v. Stanisic, p. 62. 


IMMUNITY. See Removal. 


IMPORTATION OF MARIHUANA. See Constitutional Law, 
III, 5-6; VIII, 1. 


IMPROVEMENT PATENTS. Sce Patents, 1-3. 


INADEQUATE RECORD. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Juris- 
diction, 4; Waivers. 


INCIDENT TO ARREST. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1-3. 
INCITING LAWLESS ACTION. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
INCOME TAXES. See Jurisdiction, 2. 
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INCREASED SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; 
III, 2; IV, 5; Procedure, 6. 

IN-CUSTODY STATEMENTS. See Evidence; Procedure, 1. 


INDICTMENTS. See Constitutional Law, I; VIII, 2; Courts- 
Martial; Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; Jurisdiction, 
3; Procedure, 4. 


INDIGENTS. See Appeals; Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Procedure, 
2-3. 

INDUCTION. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 

INFERIOR SCHOOLS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 

IN FORMA PAUPERIS. See Appeals; Procedure, 2-3. 


INFRINGEMENT SUITS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; 
Patent Licenses. 


INJUNCTIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Constitutional Law, X; 
Judgments; Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1; 
Patent Licenses; Sentences. 


INJURY. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


INSTRUCTIONS TO JURY. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; 
Vaan, i 


INTEGRATION. See School Desegregation. 
INTENT. See Taxes. 
INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Taxes. 


INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE. See Constitutional Law, III, 
5-6; VIII, 1. 


INTERRELATED TRUSTS. See Taxes. 
INTERROGATIONS. See Evidence; Procedure, 1. 


INTERRUPTION OF SENTENCE. See Habeas Corpus; Military 
Appeals; Mootness, 2. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 
INTERSTATE RAILROADS. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 
INTERSTATE TRAVELERS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 
INTRAFAMILY TRANSFERS. See Taxes. 

INVALIDITY OF PATENTS. See Patents, 1-3. 

INVENTORS. See Patents, 1-3. 


INVESTIGATORY COMMISSIONS. See Constitutional Law, 
ITI, 3. 
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IOWA. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 
ISLANDS. See Admiralty; Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act. 


JEWELRY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 


JUDGES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 2; IV, 5; Pro- 
cedure, 6. 


JUDGE’S INSTRUCTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; 
VHT, 1. 


JUDGING QUALIFICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, X; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


JUDGMENTS. See also Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Patent Licenses. 


In personam judgments—Not party to suit—Stipulation—One is 
not bound by judgment in personam resulting from litigation in 
which he is not designated as a party or to which he has not been 
made party by service of process. The judgments against Hazeltine 
were properly vacated as it was not named as a party or served, 
did not formally appear at trial, and the pretrial stipulation by its 
subsidiary that parent and subsidiary be considered as one entity 
for purposes of the litigation was not an adequate substitute for 
the normal means of obtaining jurisdiction over Hazeltine. Zenith 
Corp. v. Hazeltine, p. 100. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 
JUKE BOXES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 


JURISDICTION. See also Admiralty; Antitrust Acts, 1-4; Ap- 
peals; Constitutional Law, III, 1; X; Courts-Martial; Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure; Federal Safety Appliance Act; 
Judgments; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1; Outer Conti- 
nental Shelf Lands Act; Patent Licenses; Procedure, 2-3; 
Waivers. 


1. Concurrent sentence doctrine—Larceny and burglary convic- 
tions—Acquitial at first trial—Concurrent sentence doctrine enunci- 
ated in Hirabayashi v. United States, 320 U. S. 81, 105, does not 
constitute a jurisdictional bar to this Court’s deciding petitioner’s 
challenge to his conviction for larceny (of which he had been 
acquitted at his first trial), since the possibilities of adverse col- 
lateral effects to him from that conviction give the case an adversary 
cast and make it justiciable. Benton v. Maryland, p. 784. 

2. Court of Claims—Declaratory judgments—Money claims.— 
Court of Claims’ jurisdiction is limited to money claims against the 
United States and that court does not have the authority to issue 
declaratory judgments. United States v. King, p. 1. 
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JURISDICTION—Continued. 

3. Courts-martial—Service-connected offenses—Civilian trials —A 
crime, to be under military jurisdiction, must be service connected, 
and since petitioner’s crimes were not, he could not be tried by 
court-martial but was entitled to civilian trial, with benefits of 
indictment by grand jury and jury trial. O’Callahan v. Parker, 
p. 258. 

4. Supreme Court—Alabama automatic appeal statute—Volun- 
tariness of guilty plea—This Court has jurisdiction to review the 
voluntariness question since the plain error of trial judge’s accept- 
ance of petitioner’s guilty plea absent an affirmative showing that 
the plea was intelligent and voluntary was before the state court 
under the Alabama automatic appeal statute. Boykin v. Alabama, 
p. 238. 

5. Supreme Court—Exzclusion of Congressman-elect—Case arising 
under Constitution—The Court has subject matter jurisdiction over 
petitioners’ action requesting declaratory relief for Powell’s exclusion 
from the House of Representatives, as the case is one “arising under” 
the Constitution within the meaning of Art. III. Powell v. Mc- 
Cormack, p. 486. 

6. Supreme Court—Motion to dismiss appeal—Rule 60—Filing 
of motion under Rule 60 to dismiss appeal does not deprive this 
Court of jurisdiction to determine whether mandate it issued in 
this case has been complied with. Utah Comm’n v. El Paso Gas 
Co., p. 464. 


JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Juris- 
diction, 6. 


JURY TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I; Courts-Martial; Ju- 
risdiction, 3; Sentences. 


JUST COMPENSATION. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


JUSTICIABILITY. See also Constitutional Law, II, 1; X; Juris- 
diction, 1, 5; Mootness, 1. 

1. Exclusion of Congressman—Judicial remedy—Declaratory re- 
lief —This litigation is justiciable because claim presented and relief 
sought can be judicially resolved. If petitioners are correct, House 
had duty to seat Powell once it determined that he met Constitu- 
tion’s standing qualifications, and relief sought is susceptible of 
judicial resolution, since regardless of appropriateness of coercive 
remedy against House personnel (not decided here) declaratory relief 
is independently available. Powell v. McCormack, p. 486. 

2. Political question—Exclusion of Congressman-elect—Separation 
of powers.—This case does not involve a “political question,” which 
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JUSTICIABILITY—Continued. 


under the separation-of-powers doctrine would not be justiciable. 
The Court’s examination of historical materials shows at most that 
Congress’ power under Art. I, § 5, to judge the “Qualifications of its 
Members” is a “textually demonstrable constitutional commit- 
ment ...to [that] co-ordinate political department of govern- 
ment” to judge only standing qualifications expressly set forth in 
the Constitution; hence the House has no power to exclude a 
member-elect who meets the Constitution’s membership require- 
ments. Powell v. McCormack, p. 486. 


KU KLUX KLAN. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 


LABOR. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; National Labor Relations 
Act, 1-4. 


LABOR -MANAGEMENT COMMISSION OF INQUIRY. See 
Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


LABOR UNIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 
LAKE NIXON CLUB. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 


LANDING PERMITS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 
1-2. 


LARCENY. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Jurisdiction, 1. 
LAWLESS ACTION. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 


LEGISLATIVE EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, X; Ju- 
risdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


LENGTH OF SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; 
III, 2; IV, 5; Procedure, 6. 


LICENSE AGREEMENTS. See Patents, 1-3. 
LICENSEE ESTOPPEL. Sce Patents, 1-3. 


LICENSEES. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal Communi- 
cations Commission. 


LICENSES. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent 
Licenses. 


LIFE ESTATES. See Taxes. 

LITERACY TESTS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 
LITTLE ROCK. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 
LOCAL BOARDS. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


LONGER SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 2; 
IV, 5; Procedure, 6. 















































1023 





INDEX. 


LONGEVITY. See Jurisdiction, 2. 


LOUISIANA. See Admiralty; Constitutional Law, III, 3; IV, 
1, 3; Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act. 


MAJORITY STATUS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


MANAGEMENT DECISIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; 
National Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 

MANDATES. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdiction, 6. 

MANUAL FOR COURTS-MARTIAL. See Habeas Corpus; Mili- 
tary Appeals; Mootness, 2. 

MARIHUANA. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-3; VIII, 1-2; 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; Procedure, 4. 


MARIHUANA TAX ACT. See Constitutional Law. .I, 5-6; VIII, 
1-2; Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; rocedure, 4. 


MARITIME LAW. See Admiralty; Outer Corztinental Shelf 
Lands Act. 


MARKET EXCLUSION. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; 
Patent Licenses. 


MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Jurisdiction, 1. 

MEDICAL OFFICERS. See Removal. 

MEMBERSHIP CLUBS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 

MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. See Constitutional Law, X; Juris- 
diction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 

MERCHANT SHIPS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 
1-2. 

MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdiction, 6. 

MEXICO. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; VIII, 1. 


MILITARY APPEALS. See also Habeas Corpus; Mootness, 2. 


Habeas corpus—Civilian courts—Exhaustion of military reme- 
dies—Habeas corpus petitions from military prisoners should not 
be entertained by civilian courts until all available remedies within 
the military court system have been exhausted, and since this 
principle applies with equal force to ancillary matters such as 
legality of petitioner’s confinement pending completion of military 
review, petitioner’s failure to exhaust his remedy in Court of Mili- 
tary Appeals forecloses relief requested here. Noyd v. Bond, p. 683. 


MILITARY DISCIPLINE. See Habeas Corpus; Military Ap- 
peals; Mootness, 2. 
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MILITARY OCCUPATION. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
MILITARY PERSONNEL. See Constitutional Law, I; Courts- 


Martial; Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 2-3; Military Appeals; 
Mootness, 2; Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 


MILITARY RETIREMENT. See Jurisdiction, 2. 
MILITARY SERVICE. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


MILITARY TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I; Courts-Martial; 
Jurisdiction, 3. 


MIRANDA WARNINGS. See Evidence; Procedure, 1. 


MISUSE OF PATENTS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; 
Patent Licenses. 


MOB. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
MONETARY CLAIMS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY. See School Desegregation. 


MOOTNESS. See also Constitutional Law, X; Habeas Corpus; | 
Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Military Appeals. j 

1. Exclusion of Congressman—Expiration of the Congress—Claim 

for salary—The case has not been mooted by Congressman Powell’s 

seating in the 91st Congress, since his claim for back salary for the 

the 90th Congress from which he was excluded remains a viable 

issue. Powell v. McCormack, p. 486. 
2. Military prisoner—“Non-incarcerated status”—Interruption of 

sentence-——Case is not moot. Mr. Justice Dovcuas’ order that 

petitioner be placed in “non-incarcerated status” was sufficient to 

interrupt running of petitioner’s sentence under rationale of § 97 (c) 

of Manual for Courts-Martial that military prisoner who has been 

freed from confinement may not receive credit for time served 

during period of release. Noyd v. Bond, p. 683. 


MOTIONS. See Appeals; Procedure, 2-3. 


MOTION TO DISMISS APPEAL. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Juris- 
diction, 6. 


MOTIVES. See Taxes. 
MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3. 


MUNICIPAL UTILITY SYSTEM. See Constitutional Law, IV, 
1, 3. 


MURDER. See Constitutional Law, IX; Evidence; Procedure, 
1,8. 


NARCOTICS. See Appeals; Procedure, 2-3. 
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NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See also Constitutional 
Law, V, 2. 


1. Authorization cards—Unfair labor practices—Elections —Issu- 
ance of bargaining order is an appropriate remedy where employer 
who has rejected card majority has committed unfair labor practices 
which have made the holding of a fair election unlikely, or which 
have undermined a union’s majority, caused an election to be set 
aside, and made the holding of a fair rerun election unlikely. NLRB 
v. Gissel Packing Co., p. 575. 


2. Employee representation—Authorization cards —Authorization 
cards can adequately reflect employee desires for representation 
and the NLRB’s rules for controlling card solicitation are adequate 
safeguards against union misrepresentation and coercion where the 
cards are clear and unambiguous on their face. NLRB v. Gissel 
Packing Co., p. 575. 


3. Exclusive bargaining representative—Elections—Authorization 
cards —To obtain recognition as the exclusive bargaining agent under 
the Act, a union has not been required, prior to or since the Taft- 
Hartley amendments, to obtain certification as the winner of an 
NLRB election; it can establish majority status by possession of 
cards signed by a majority of the employees authorizing the union to 
represent them for bargaining purposes. NLRB v. Gissel Packing 
Co., p. 575. 

4. Freedom of speech—Employer and employees — Threats or 
promises.—Employer’s free speech right to communicate with his 
employees is firmly established and cannot be infringed by a union 
or the NLRB, and §8(c) of the National Labor Relations Act 
merely implements the First Amendment by requiring that the 
expression of “any views, argument or opinion” shall not be “evi- 
dence of an unfair labor practice,” so long as such expression 
contains “no threat of reprisal or force or promise of benefit” in 
violation of §8(a)(1). NLRB v. Gissel Packing Co., p. 575. 


NATURAL GAS. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdiction, 6. 
NEGLIGENCE. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 


NEGROES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3; School Desegre- 
gation; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


NEW JERSEY. See Constitutional Law, VII, 3. 


NEW TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 2; IV, 5; 
Procedure, 6. 


NEW YORK EDUCATION LAW. See Constitutional Law, IV, 
4. 
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NON-INCARCERATED STATUS. See Habeas Corpus; Military 
Appeals; Mootness, 2. 


NONJUDICIAL TRIBUNAL. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 

NONMILITARY OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, I; Courts- 
Martial; Jurisdiction, 3. 

NONRESIDENTS. See Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 


NORTH CAROLINA. See Constitutional Law, IJ, 2-3; III, 2; 
IV, 5; Procedure, 6; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


NOTICE. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; Garnishment. 


OCCUPATIONAL TAXES. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; 
VII, 1. 


OCCUPATION OF BUILDINGS. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 1-3; III, 2; IV, 5; 
Courts-Martial; Jurisdiction, 1, 3; Procedure, 6; Sentences. 


OFFICIALS. See Removal. 


OFFSHORE OIL DRILLING. See Admiralty; Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act. 


OHIO. See Constitutional Law, V, 3; VIII, 2; Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure; Procedure, 4. 


OIL. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
OKLAHOMA. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


‘ONE ENTITY” STIPULATION. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; 
Judgments; Patent Licenses. 


ORDERS TO BARGAIN. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


ORGANIZATIONAL CAMPAIGNS. See Constitutional Law, V, 
2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF LANDS ACT. See also 
Admiralty. 

Artificial islands—Wrongful death actions—Not admiralty juris- 
diction —Remedy of petitioners, families of men killed while working 
on artificial island drilling rigs on the Continental Shelf, is under 
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act as supplemented by Louisi- 
ana law and not under the Death on the High Seas Act. Congress 
clearly intended that the artificial islands were to be treated as 
islands or federal enclaves within a landlocked State and not as 
vessels subject to admiralty jurisdiction. Rodrigue v. Aetna Cas- 
ualty Co., p. 352. 
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PACIFIC NORTHWEST PIPELINE CO. See Antitrust Acts, 1; 
Jurisdiction, 6. 


PADDLE BOATS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 
PANAMA. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


PAROLE. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 


PARTIES TO SUIT. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent 
Licenses. 


PATENT APPLICATIONS. See Patents, 1-3. 


PATENT LICENSES. See also Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; 
Patents, 1-3. 

Royalties—Unpatented products—Misuse of patents—Condition- 
ing grant of patent license upon payment of royalties on products 
which do not use the teaching of the patent amounts to patent 
misuse. If convenience of parties rather than patent power dictates 
a percentage-of-total-sales royalty provision there is not misuse of 
the patent. Zenith Corp. v. Hazeltine, p. 100. 


PATENTS. 


1. Contract claims—Public interest—Licensee estoppel—In the 
accommodation of (1) common law of contracts, and (2) federal 
law of patents requiring that all ideas in general circulation be 
dedicated to the common good unless they are protected by a valid 
patent, the technical requirements of contract doctrine must yield 
to the demands of public interest in the typical situation involving 
negotiation of a license after a patent has issued. Holding of 
Automatic Radio Manufacturing Co. v. Hazeltine Research, Inc., 
339 U. S. 827, 836, that licensee estoppel was “the general rule,” 
is overruled. Lear, Inc. v. Adkins, p. 653. 

2. Payment of royalties—Validity of patent—Overriding federal 
policies would be significantly frustrated if licensees could be required 
to continue to pay royalties while challenging patent validity in 
the courts, and in this case Lear must be permitted to avoid pay- 
ment of all royalties accruing after the issuance of the patent if 
Lear can prove that the patent is invalid. Lear, Inc. v. Adkins, 
p. 653. 

3. Royalties—Unpatented inventions —Respondent’s claim to con- 
tractual royalties accruing before issuance of the patent, which 
raises question of whether, and to what extent, States may protect 
owners of unpatented inventions who are willing to disclose their 
ideas only upon payment of royalties is remanded for specific con- 
sideration by the California courts. Lear, Inc. v. Adkins, p. 653. 


PAUPERS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 
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PENALTIES. See Sentences. 
PENITENTIARY OFFICIALS. See Removal. 
PERSECUTION. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 


PERSONAL ATTACKS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal 
Communications Commission. 


PETROLEUM PRODUCTS. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 

PETTY OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Sentences. 
PIPELINE COMPANIES. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdiction, 6. 
PLACE OF ARREST. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

PLACES OF AMUSEMENT. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 


PLACES OF ENTERTAINMENT. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
1-3. 

PLAIN ERROR. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Jurisdiction, 
4; Waivers. 

PLEA IN BAR. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Federal Rules 
of Criminal Procedure; Procedure, 4. 

PLEAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Jurisdiction, 4; Waivers. 

POLICE INTERROGATIONS. See Evidence; Procedure, 1. 

POLICE OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1-3. 

POLITICAL EDITORIALS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Fed- 
eral Communications Commission. 

POLITICAL PERSECUTION. See Immigration and Nationality 
Act, 1-2. 

POLITICAL QUESTION. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdic- 
tion, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


POSSESSION OF MARIHUANA. See Constitutional Law, III, 
5-6; VIII, 1-2; Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; Pro- 
cedure, 4. 

POST-CONVICTION PROCEEDINGS. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 2-3; III, 2; IV, 5; Procedure, 6. 

POST-CONVICTION RELIEF. See Appeals; Procedure, 2-3. 

PRE-ELECTION MISCONDUCT. See Constitutional Law, X; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


PRE-INDUCTION PHYSICAL EXAMINATION. See Selective 
Service Act, 1-2. 
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PREJUDGMENT GARNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 
4; Garnishment. 


PREJUDICE. See Appeals; Procedure, 2-3. 


PRESUMPTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5-6; VIII, 1; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Waivers. 


PRICE DISCRIMINATION. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
PRIMA FACIE CASE. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


PRISONERS. See Habeas Corpus; Military Appeals; Mootness, 
2; Removal. 


PRIVATE ANTITRUST SUITS. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 


PRIVATE CENSORSHIP. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Fed- 
eral Communications Commission. 


PRIVATE CLUBS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 
PRIVILEGE. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; VIII, 1. 
PROBABLE CAUSE. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 
PROBATION. See Sentences. 


PROCEDURE. See also Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Appeals; Constitu- 
tional Law, I; II, 2-3; III, 1-4; IV, 1, 3, 5; VIII, 2; IX; 
Courts-Martial; Evidence; Federal Rules of Criminal Pro- 
cedure; Federal Safety Appliance Act; Garnishment; Habeas 
Corpus; Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2; Judgments; 
Jurisdiction, 3-4; Military Appeals; Mootness, 2; Patent Li- 
censes; Removal; School Desegregation; Selective Service 
Act, 1-2; Sentences; Waivers. 

1. Admissibility of in-custody statements—Retrials—Prospectiv- 
ity of Miranda case—Standards which this Court established in 
Miranda v. Arizona, 384 U. S. 436, for determining admissibility 
into evidence of in-custody statements do not apply to persons whose 
retrials have commenced after the date of that decision if their 
original trials had begun before that date. Jenkins v. Delaware, 
p. 213. 

2. Appeals—Court of Appeals’ rule—Screening of appeals —Ninth 
Circuit rule, requiring defendant who claims deprivation of his right 
to appeal to disclose errors to be claimed on appeal and to show 
that denial of appeal caused prejudice, is invalid since (1) it makes 
indigent defendant (who must prepare petition under 28 U. S. C. 
§ 2255 without counsel) face “the danger of conviction because he 
does not know how to establish his innocence” and (2) it requires 
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PROCEDURE—Continued. 

sentencing court to screen out supposedly unmeritorious appeals in 
summary fashion, a procedure rejected by this Court. Rodriquez 
v. United States, p. 327. 


3. Appeals—Motions—Remand for resentencing—Under circum- 
stances of this case, including time since petitioner was sentenced, 
trial judge’s failure to advise him of right to appeal and failure to 
inquire into circumstances surrounding petitioner’s attempt to make 
in forma pauperis motion, no hearing is required and case is re- 
manded to District Court, where petitioner should be resentenced 
so that he may perfect appeal as prescribed by the applicable rules. 
Rodriquez v. United States, p. 327. 

4. Appeals—Plea in bar—Marihuana Tax Act.—The decision was 
one which might be appealed directly to this Court under 18 U.S. C. 
§ 3731: if the dismissal of the indictment rested on ground that 
Fifth Amendment privilege would be a defense, then decision was 
one sustaining “plea in bar”; if dismissal was based on acceptance 
of Government’s interpretation of the Act, then decision necessarily 
was “based upon [a] construction of the statute upon which the 
indictment was founded.” United States v. Covington, p. 57. 

5. Codefendants’ confessions—Confrontation Clause—Harmless er- 
ror —Apart from the cumulative evidence of the confessions of the 
two codefendants who did not take the stand, the evidence against 
petitioner was so overwhelming that the violation of Bruton v. 
United States, 391 U. S. 123 (which held that the admission of a 
confession of a codefendant who did not take the stand deprived the 
defendant of his rights under the Sixth Amendment’s Confrontation 
Clause), was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt. Harrington v. 
California, p. 250. 

6. Increased sentence after retrial—Reasons affirmatively shown 
in record—Due process requires that vindictiveness must play no 
part in the sentence a defendant receives after a new trial and that 
he be freed of any apprehension of retaliatory motivation on part 
of sentencing judge. Reasons for imposition after retrial of more 
severe sentence must affirmatively appear in the record and must 
be based on objective information concerning defendant’s identifiable 
conduct after the original sentencing proceeding. North Carolina 
v. Pearce, p. 711. 


PROMISES OF BENEFITS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act. 


PROOF. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 
PROPERTY DAMAGE. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
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PROPERTY OWNERS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 4. 
PROPERTY TAXPAYERS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3. 
PROSECUTION. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


PROSPECTIVITY. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3; Evidence; 
Procedure, 1. 


PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
1-3. 


PUBLIC INTEREST. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal 
Communications Commission; Patents. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 4; School De- 
segregation; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 2; IV, 5; 
Procedure, 6. 


QUALIFICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdiction, 5; 
Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


QUASI-CONTRACTS. See Patents, 1-3. 
RACIAL DESEGREGATION. See School Desegregation. 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
1-3; Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


RADIO BROADCASTING. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Fed- 
eral Communications Commission. 


RADIO PATENTS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent 
Licenses. 


RAILROADS. See Federal Safety Appliance Act. 

RAPE. See Constitutional Law, I; Courts-Martial; Jurisdiction, 3. 
RATIOS. See School Desegregation. 

REAL PROPERTY. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3-4. 
RECIPROCAL TRUSTS. See Taxes. 

RECLASSIFICATION. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


RECORD. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 1-2; IV, 5; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 6; Waivers. 


RECREATION AREAS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 
REFUND OF TAXES. See Jurisdiction, 2. 


REFUSAL TO BARGAIN. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 
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REGISTRATION. See Selective Service Act, 1-2; Voting Rights 
Act of 1965, 1-3. 


REGULATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal Com- 
munications Commission. 


RE-INDICTMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 1; Jurisdiction, 1. 


RELEASE FROM CUSTODY. See Habeas Corpus; Military 
Appeals; Mootness, 2. 


RELIEF. See Appeals; Constitutional Law, III, 3; X; Habeas 
Corpus; Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Military Appeals; 
Mootness, 1-2; Procedure, 2-3. 


RELIGIOUS MOTIVATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; 
VIII, 1. 


REMEDIES. See Admiralty; Constitutional Law, V, 2; Federal 
Safety Appliance Act; Habeas Corpus; Military Appeals; 
Mootness, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-4; Outer Con- 
tinental Shelf Lands Act. 


REMOVAL. 

Suit against federal officiala—Removal to federal court—Color of 
office—Right of removal under 28 U. S. C. § 1442 (a)(1) is made 
absolute whenever suit in state court is for any act “under color” 
of federal office, and test for removal under that statute is broader 
than test for official immunity. In this civil suit petitioners suffi- 
ciently showed that their relationship to respondent derived solely 
from their official duties and petitioners should have the opportunity 
of presenting their version of the facts to a federal, not a state, 
court. Willingham v. Morgan, p. 402. 


REPLY TIME. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal Communi- 
cations Commission. 


REPRESENTATION ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, 
2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


REPRESENTATIVES. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdic- 
tion, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


REPRISALS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; National Labor 
Relations Act, 1-4. 


REREGISTRATION. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


RERUN ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


RESENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 2; IV, 5; 
Procedure, 2-3, 6. 
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RESIDENTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 4; Soldiers’ and 
Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 


RES JUDICATA. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 


RESOLUTIONS. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdiction, 5; 
Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


RESTORING COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Juris- 
diction, 6. 


RETAIL COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
RETAILERS AND WHOLESALERS. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 


RETALIATORY ACTION. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 
2; IV, 5; V, 2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-4; Pro- 
cedure, 6. 


RETIREMENT. See Jurisdiction, 2. 


RETRIALS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-3; III, 2; IV, 5; 
Evidence; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 2-3, 6. 


RETROACTIVITY. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3; Evidence; 
Procedure, 1. 


REVENUE BONDS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3. 


RIGHT OF APPEAL. See Appeals; Constitutional Law, IV, 2; 
Procedure, 2-3. 


RIGHT OF CONFRONTATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
IX; Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 5; Waivers. 


RIGHT OF REMOVAL. See Removal. 
RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Evidence; Procedure, 1. 


RIGHT TO VOTE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3-4; Voting 
Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


RIGS. See Admiralty; Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act. 
RIOT DAMAGE. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


ROBBERY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; IX; Jurisdiction, 4; 
Procedure, 5; Waivers. 


ROBINSON-PATMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 


ROYALTIES. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent Li- 
censes; Patents, 1-3. 


RULE MAKING. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; Federal Commu- 
nications Commission. 


RULE 60. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdiction, 6. 
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RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4: 
Judgments; Patent Licenses. 


RULES OF COURT. See Appeals; Procedure, 2-3. 


RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. See Constitutional Law, 
VIII, 2; Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; Procedure, 4. 


SAILORS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 


SALARY. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdiction, 5; Justicia- 
bility, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


SALES. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
SALES TAXES. See Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 
SAN JUAN BASIN. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdiction, 6. 


SCANNING SIGNALS. Sce Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; 
Patent Licenses. 

SCHOOL AFFAIRS. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 4. 

SCHOOL DESEGREGATION. 

Faculty and staff desegregation—District Court’s orders—The 
District Court’s 1968 order (part of yearly proceedings following 
an initial order to integrate certain Montgomery County, Alabama, 
school grades) dealing with faculty and staff desegregation, although 
modified by the Court of Appeals, is approved as written by the 
District Judge. U.S. v. Montgomery Bd. of Educ., p. 225. 


SCHOOL DISTRICT ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, 
IV, 4. 

SCHOOLS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 

SEAMEN. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 

SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Constitutional Law, VII. 

SEARCH OF HOUSE. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1, 3. 

SEARCH WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

SEGREGATED SCHOOLS. See Voting Rights Act < 1965, 1-3. 

SEGREGATION. See School Desegregation. 


SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT. 

1. Criminal prosecution—Failure to appeal classification—Failure 
to report—Petitioner’s failure to appeal his classification and his 
failure to report for pre-induction physical examination do not fore- 
close his challenging the validity of his classification as a defense 
to a criminal prosecution for refusal to submit to induction. He is 
not being prosecuted for failure to report for physical examination 
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SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT—Continued. 

and such failure does not bar him from challenging the validity of 

his classification as a defense to his criminal prosecution for failure 

to report for induction. McKart v. United States, p. 185. 

2. Sole surviving son exemption—Termination of “family unit.”— 
Petitioner was entitled to exemption from military service, as the 
termination of the “family unit” was not intended by Congress to 
warrant ending the sole surviving son exemption under § 6 (0) of 
the Act. MeKart v. United States, p. 185. 
SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; VIII; 

Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; Jurisdiction, 4; Pro- 
cedure, 4; Waivers. 

SENTENCES. See also Constitutional Law, II, 1-3; III, 2; IV, 
5; Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 1; Military Appeals; Moot- 
ness, 2; Procedure, 6. 

Criminal contempt—Petty offenses—Probation—Congress made 
the federal provation statute (18 U. S. C. § 3651), under which 
most offenders may be placed on probation for up to five years, 
applicable to petty as well as more serious offenses and thus petty 
offenses may be tried by any combination of penalties authorized by 
18 U. S. C. §1 and § 3651. Since petitioner’s sentence was within 
the limits of the congressional definition of petty offense, he was 
not entitled to jury trial. Frank v. United States, p. 147. 
SEPARATION OF POWERS. Sce Constitutional Law, X; Juris- 

diction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 

SERGEANT AT ARMS. See Constitutional Law, X; Jurisdic- 
tion, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 

SERVICE CONNECTED. See Constitutional Law, I; Courts- 
Martial; Jurisdiction, 3. 

SERVICEMEN. See Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 

SERVICE OF PROCESS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; 
Patent Licenses. 

SERVICE OF SUMMONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; 
Garnishment. 


SERVICE STATIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
SETTLORS. See Taxes. 


SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent 
Licenses. 


SHIPS. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 1-2. 
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SILENT RECORD. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Jurisdiction, 
4; Waivers. 


SIXTH AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 1; IX; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 5; Waivers. 


SMUGGLING. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; VIII, 1. 
SNACK BARS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964, 1-3. 


SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ CIVIL RELIEF ACT. 


Sales and use taxes — Nonresident servicemen — Connecticut. — 
Section 514 of the Act does not exempt servicemen stationed in 
Connecticut, who are residents or domiciliaries of other States, from 
sales and use taxes imposed by Connecticut. Sullivan v. United 
States, p. 169. 


SOLE SURVIVING SON. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 


SOLICITATION OF CARDS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE. See Constitutional Law, X; Ju- 
risdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


SPECIAL APPEARANCES. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; 
Patent Licenses. 


SPECIAL ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3. 


SPECIAL INQUIRY OFFICER. Sce Immigration and National- 
ity Act, 1-2. 


SPEECH OR DEBATE CLAUSE. Sce Constitutional Law, X; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


STANDARD OIL CO. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
STANDING. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


STANDING QUALIFICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, X; 
Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


STATE COURTS. See Patents, 1-3; Removal. 
STATEMENTS. See Evidence; Procedure, 1. 


STATUTORY PRESUMPTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 
5-6; VIII, 1. 

STIPULATIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; Patent 
Licenses. 

SUBJECTIVE INTENT. See Taxes. 


SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION. See Constitutional Law, 
X; Jurisdiction, 5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 
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SUBSIDIARIES. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 


SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; 
Garnishment. 
SUPREME COURT. 
1. Retirement of Curer Justice WARREN, p. VII. 
2. Appointment of Curer Justice BurceEr, p. xv. 
3. Temporary assignment of Justice BRENNAN to the First Cir- 
cuit as Circuit Justice, p. 931. 
4. Presentation of “The Occasional Papers of Mr. Justice Burton,” 
p. Vv. 
SUPREME COURT RULES. Sce Antitrust Acts, 1; Jurisdic- 
tion, 6. 
SURVIVING SON EXEMPTION. See Selective Service Act, 1-2. 
SUSPENSION OF SENTENCE. See Habeas Corpus; Military 
Appeals; Mootness, 2. 
SUSPENSION OF TESTS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 


TAFT-HARTLEY ACT. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


TAX AVOIDANCE. See Taxes. 


TAXES. See also Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; VIII, 1-2; Fed- 
eral Rules of Criminal Procedure; Jurisdiction, 2; Procedure, 
4; Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 


Estate taxes—Reciprocal trusts—Tazability of trust corpus— 
Doctrine of reciprocal trusts, which was formulated in response to 
attempts to draft instruments which seemingly avoid the literal 
terms of § 811 (c)(1)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code while still 
leaving the decedent the lifetime enjoyment of his property, applies 
here and the value of decedent’s estate must include the value of 
his late wife’s trust. United States v. Estate of Grace, p. 316. 


TAXPAYERS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3. 
TEACHERS. See School Desegregation. 


TELEVISION BROADCASTING. See Constitutional Law, V, 1; 
Federal Communications Commission. 


TELEVISION PATENTS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judgments; 
Patent Licenses. 


TESTIMONY. See Constitutional Law, IX; Procedure, 5. 
TESTS OR DEVICES. See Voting Rights Act of 1965, 1-3. 
TEXAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; VIII, 1. 
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THREATS OF REPRISAL. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


THREE-MILE LIMIT. See Admiralty; Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act. 


TIME FOR APPEAL. See Appeals; Procedure, 2-3. 


TIME SERVED. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 2; IV, 
5; Procedure, 6. 


TOLLING STATUTE. See Habeas Corpus; Military Appeals; 
Mootness, 2. 


TORTS. See Federal Safety Appliance Act; Removal. 
TRADE REGULATION. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
TRANSCRIPTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 
TRANSFERS IN TRUST. See Taxes. 


TRANSFER TAXES. See Constitutional Law, III, 5-6; VIII, 
1-2; Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; Procedure, 4. 
TRANSPORTATION OF MARIHUANA. See Constitutional 

Law, ITI, 5-6; VIII, 1. 

TREBLE-DAMAGE SUITS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-5; Judg- 
ments; Patent Licenses. 

TRIAL BY JURY. See Constitutional Law, I; III, 1; Courts- 
Martial; Jurisdiction, 3-4; Waivers. 

TRIAL JUDGES. See Appeals; Procedure, 2-3. 

TRIALS. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 1; III, 1; Courts- 
Martial; Evidence; Jurisdiction, 1, 3-4; Procedure, 1; Sen- 
tences; Waivers. 

TRIBUNALS. See Habeas Corpus; Military Appeals; Moot- 
ness, 2. 

TROOPS. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

TRUSTS. See Taxes. 

UNFAIR COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 

UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; 
National Labor Relations Act, 1-4. 


UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE. See Constitutional 
Law, I; Courts-Martial; Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Military Appeals; Mootness, 2. 


UNIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; National Labor Rela- 
tions Act, 1-4. 























INDEX. 


UNPATENTED INVENTIONS. See Patents, 1-3. 


UNPATENTED PRODUCTS. See Antitrust Acts, 2-4; Judg- 
ments; Patent Licenses. 


USE TAXES. See Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act. 

UTAH PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION. See Antitrust Acts, 
1; Jurisdiction, 6. 

UTILITY BONDS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3. 

VALIDITY OF PATENTS. See Patents, 1-3. 

VESSELS. See Admiralty; Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act. 


VINDICTIVENESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III, 2; 
IV, 5; Procedure, 6. 


VOLUNTARY PLEAS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Juris- 
diction, 4; Waivers. 


VOTERS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1, 3-4; X; Jurisdiction, 
5; Justiciability, 1-2; Mootness, 1. 


VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 1965. 


1. Literacy tests—Burden of proof—Error—District Court’s con- 
clusion that appellant had not met burden imposed by § 4 (a) of 
refuting Government’s prima facie case that use of literacy test 
coupled with County’s segregated and unequal school system had 
discriminatorily deprived Negroes of the franchise, was not clearly 
erroneous. Gaston County v. United States, p. 285. 
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2. Reregistration—Literacy tests—Unequal school system.—Appel- 
lant’s contentions that reregistration was conducted fairly and that 
significant strides have been made in equalizing and integrating its 
school system do not refute the fact that for many years the County 
deprived its black citizens of educational opportunities it granted 
its white citizens and that “impartial” administration of the literacy 
test today would perpetuate those inequities in another form. Gaston 
County v. United States, p. 285. 

3. Tests or devices—Suspension—Unequal educational opportuni- 
ties—The Act’s legislative history discloses that Congress was 
aware of the potential effect of unequal educational opportunities 
upon the right to vote when it designed the test-suspension pro- 
visions, and it is appropriate under § 4 (a) for a court to consider 
whether a literacy or educational requirement has the “effect of 
denying the right to vote on account of race or color” because the 
State or subdivision seeking to impose the requirement has main- 
tained separate and inferior schools for its Negro citizens who are 
now of voting age. Gaston County v. United States, p. 285. 

















1040 INDEX. 


WAGES. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; Garnishment. 

WAIVERS. See also Constitutional Law, III, 1, 5-6; VIII, 1-2; 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure; Jurisdiction, 4; 
Procedure, 4. 

Guilty plea—Presumption of waivers—Silent record—Waiver of 
privilege against compulsory self-incrimination guaranteed by the 
Fifth Amendment and applicable to the States by the Fourteenth; 
of the right to trial by jury; and the right to confront one’s ac- 
cusers—all of which are involved when a guilty plea is entered in 
a state criminal trial—cannot be presumed from a silent record. 
Acceptance of the guilty plea under the circumstances of this case 
constituted reversible error because the record does not disclose that 
petitioner voluntarily and understandingly entered his plea. Boykin 
v. Alabama, p. 238. 


WARDENS. See Removal. 

WARRANTLESS SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1-3. 

WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1, 3. 

WEAPONS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 

WHOLESALERS AND RETAILERS. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 

WILFUL DISOBEDIENCE. See Habeas Corpus; Military Ap- 
peals; Mootness, 2. 

WISCONSIN. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; Garnishment. 

WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, IX; Procedure, 5. 


WORDS. 

1. “Place of entertainment.” Civil Rights Act of 1964, § 201 
(b) (3), 42 U.S. C. § 2000a (b) (3). Daniel v. Paul, p. 298. 

2. “Place of public accommodation.” Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
§ 201 (b) (2), 42 U. S. C. §2000a (b)(2). Daniel v. Paul, p. 298. 
WRONGFUL DEATH ACTIONS. See Admiralty; Outer Conti- 

nental Shelf Lands Act. 





YMCA. See Constitutional Law, VI. 


YUGOSLAV SEAMAN. See Immigration and Nationality Act, 
1-2. 
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